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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,
and
MAXI MO CRCES, as Director of Macro Trust N. V.,
registered agent and director of Island
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Party in Interest,
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of North Carolina, at Asheville. Lacy H Thornburg, District
Judge. (CA-94-207-1)
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Bef ore W DENER, N EMEYER, and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Al bert Scott Lagano, Mel bourne, Florida, for Appellants; Barbara
Akers Walton, Burnell J. Walton, Robert C. Akers, Appellants Pro
Se. WlIlliam Sears Estabrook, 111, Lawence P. Bl askopf, Theodore
M Doolittle, UN TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washi ngton,
D.C., for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel l ants appeal fromthe district court’s post-trial deci-
sion reducing to judgnent tax assessnents against Appellants,
validating the Governnent’'s federal tax |iens based on these
assessnents, and finding that Appellants Barbara Akers Walton and
Burnell J. Walton fraudulently conveyed certain real estate to
avoidtheir tax liability. Appellants al so appeal fromthe district
court’s orders (1) inposing sanctions against them under Fed. R
Cv. P. 37(b)(2) (A, (d) and (2) denying their notion for a new
trial and to alter or anmend the judgnent. Qur review of the record
and the district court’s opinions discloses no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district court.

United States v. Walton, No. CA-94-207-1 (WD.N C. Aug. 22, Nov.

14, Nov. 25, & Dec. 2, 1997). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment woul d not aid the deci -

si onal process.
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